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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning tliis application or 
proceeding. 



The communication filed on April 2, 2003 is non-responsive to the prior Office Action because applicant's failed to respond as 
required under 37 CFR 1.111, to the 1 12, 1st paragraph rejection (Enablement) in the previous Office Action. It is noted that the 
MPEP directs that an applicant must respond to every ground of objection. Attention is directed to 37 CFR 1.11 1(b) infra. 

§ 1.111 Reply by applicant or patent owner. 

(b) In order to be entitled to reconsideration or further examination, the applicant or patent owner must make request therefor 
in writing. The reply by the applicant or patent owner must distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the examiner's 
action and must respond to every ground of objection and rejection in the prior Office action. If the reply is with respect to an 
application, a request may be made that objections or requirements as to form not necessary to further consideration of the claims be 
held in abeyance until allowable subject matter is indicated. The applicant's or patent owner's reply must appear throughout to be a 
bona fide attempt to advance the case to final action. A general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without 
specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references does not comply with the 
requirements of this section. 

Since the response appears to be bona fide, but through an apparent oversight or madvertence failed to provide a complete 
response, apphcant is required to complete the response within a TIME LIMIT of ONE MONTH from the date of this letter or within 
the time remaining in the response period of the last Office Action, whichever is longer. NO EXTENSION OF THIS TIME LIMIT 
MAY BE GRANTED UNDER EITHER 37 CFR 1.136(a) OR (b) BUT THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE SET IN THE LAST 
OFFICE ACTION MAY BE EXTENDED UP TO A MAXIMUM OF SIX MONTHS. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to Alexander H. 
Spiegler whose telephone number is (703) 305-0806. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:00 AM to 
3:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Gary Benzion can be reached on 
(703) 308-1 1 19. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 308-4242 and 
(703) 305-3014. Apphcant is also invited to contact the TC 1600 Customer Service Hotline at (703) 308-0198. Any inquiry of a 
general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number 
is (703) 308-0196. 
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